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Serial No. 10/^.110, filed 10/14/02 

Claims 1-23 aie presently pending in flie application. Claims 11-15 were not examined 
although no restriction was ever mailed by the Examiner, Claims 2-4» 9, 10 and 12 have been 
cancelled by this amendment, and new claims 16-23 have been presented. Claims 1 > 6 and 1 1 
are in independent form. 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite "a table/' and therefore, the §1 12 amendment in this 
regard has been overcome. Oaim 6 was rejected under §1 12 for lacking antecedent basis for 
"groove,** however, "a groove" is recited in claim 6 prior to rcdting "said groove" in the same 
claim. Accordingly, no amendment to claim 6 is required. 

Claims 1-7 were rejected under § 102(b) over Matsuzaki. Claim I has been amended to 
include the elements of claims 2-4. Amended claim 1 is allowable because does not show **first 
barbs" engaging the table. The ordinaiy meaning of barb is defined as "a sharp, backward 
pointing projection" which is corroborated by the attached copy fiom a dictionary. The 
elements 5a in Matsuzaki do not meet this definition. Amended claim 4 is similariy allowable. 
New claim 22 further emphasize the barb features. Accordingly^ these claims are allowable 
over Matsuzaki. 

Regarding claim 6, Applicant agrees with the Examiner that clement 101a in Matsuzaki 
provides the sensor groove. However, the Matsuzaki clip does not have projections received in 
those grooves. Rathcr» the backing plate is arranged in flie grooves, so Matsuzaki cannot meet 
the limitations of claim 6. 

Claims 8-10 were rejected under §103 over Matsuzaki in view of Takanashi. The 
Examiner relies upon Takanashi to provide the pin, which is missing jS*om Matsuzaki. 
However, the rejection is improper because there is no motivation to modify Matsuzaki to use 
the pins of Takanashi. Takanashi only teaches that the pins 40 are used to mutually fix the 
positions of the base components 35 and 36 (see, for example, the second full paragraph on 
column 7). Since Matsuzaki has a one piece insulating member, there is no need for the 
Takanashi pins. 

Claim 1 1 is allowable because, for example, Matsuzaki does not disclose opposing 
barbs extending toward one another. Applicant cannot respond more fully until the Examiner 
provides a rejection. Additionally, a final rejection rejecting claims 11-15 fn response to this 
Amendment is improper. 
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New claims 16-19 are allowable since the references do not show the claimed features 
relating to the pair of projections. Claims 20 and 21 are allowable because Matsuzaki does not 
show the claimed relationship between the first and third portions relative to the table. In fact, 
the opposite relationship is disclosed in Matsuzaki. 

For the reasons set forth above, Applicant submits that the pending claims in the 
application are allowable. Applicant respectftilly solicits allowance of these claims. While no 
fees are due, please charge Deposit Accoimt No. 50-1482 in the name of Carlson, Gaskey & 
Olds, P.C. if any fees or extensions of time are required. 




Respectfully submitted, 




William S. Gottschalk 
Registration No. 44,130 
400 W. Maple, Suite 350 
Birmingham, MI 48009 
(248) 988-8360 
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